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1
Introduction

The Presence work plan in SA2 identifies that the Technical Specification should be presented for approval at SA#26 In August 2002. This document identifies the open issues that still exist in TS 23.141 v0.0.0.

This document was reviewed and actions assigned.

2
Open issues

1) Section 2 (References) Internet drafts should not be referred to in technical specifications; draft-ietf-impp-cpim-pidf-01, draft-ietf-simple-presence-03, draft-ietf-sip-events-01, draft-rosenberg-simple-buddylist-package should be referenced by RFC numbers. [Conclusion - one RFC number is available (events?), where RFC numbers are not available, this should be accompanied by a note. This should be re-visited prior to freezing the release. Action Dynamicsoft to provide further information]
2) Introduction required to Section 4 (Presence Architecture Overview) [Conclusion – this has been addressed in a Lucent contribution]
3) Pex (Section 4.2.7) - Is the definition of Px reference point sufficient? The only definition is “This interface shall assist locating the Presence Server of the Presentity” [Conclusion – this still needs to be addressed. Action Dynamicsoft]
4) Network Agent (Section 5.2.2 ) - What information is delivered from the network elements (e.g. MSC, SGSN, GGSN,) to the network agent (and do the protocols need to be defined in the stage 2)? [Conclusion – this is still open]
5) Introduction required to section 5.3 (Proxies) [Conclusion – open issue. Action Nokia]
6) Section 5.3 still contains editor’s note “The appropriate mechanism to be used by each element Push or subscribe/notify is FFS” [Conclusion – note to be deleted. Action Rapporteur]
7) Introduction required to section 6.0 (Presence Service Architecture in IMS) [Conclusion – text needed. Action Dynamicsoft]
8) Use of term “Willing with limitations” in section 7.1.1; there has been concern raised that this provides little added value [Conclusion – open issue. Action Nokia/Nortel]
9) Priority attribute values in section 7.1.1 need to be defined [Conclusion – open issue. Action Nokia/Nortel]
10) Network Status in table 1 of section 7.1.1 for both CS domain and PS domain are undefined [Conclusion – open issue. Action Nortel/Nokia]
11) Presence information model (section 7.2); there is a question of whether this information should be deleted since it is duplicated from the stage 1 specification. Since Stage 1 is approved, it is recommended to be deleted from the draft stage 2 [Conclusion – to be deleted. Action Nortel/Nokia & Rapporteur]
12) Publishing of presence information, including partial publishing and notifications, needs to be clarified [Conclusion – still open. Action Nokia / Dynamicsoft]
13) Support of Presence Architecture independent of IMS is not necessarily clear [Conclusion – open issue. Action Nokia / Dynamicsoft]
14) General editorial tidy up, e.g.

· Section 4.3 requires reference to TS 23.127

· Section 4.2.8 requires a reference to TS 23.071

· Section 5 needs editor’s note to be removed

· Notes to figure 6 should not use Roman numerals

· Sections 6.4 and 6.5 both refer to “this TR”, it should refer to “this TS”

· There should be references to RFC 2778 and RFC 2779 (referred to in 7.1)

· Text font needs to be corrected in Annex A

· Section numbers need to be added in Annex A (i.e. A.1, A.1.1)

· Figure numbers need to be connected in Annex A (i.e. A.1, A.2)

[Conclusion – open. Action Rapporteur]
15) Certain sections are not written in the style of a TS, e.g, 

· Section 5.2.1 should read “The Presence User Agent shall provide the following functionality…”

· Section 6.2.1 starts “The functionalities of the Watcher Presence Proxy are then taken care of by the P-CSCF and the S-CSCF”; this should be revised to “The P-CSCF and the S-CSCF shall implement the funtionality of the Watcher Presence Proxy”

· Section 7.1.2 should read “Attributes shall be mapped to…”

[Conclusion – open. Action Rapporteur]
16) What changes, as a result of this specification, need to be made to other specifications such as TS 23.002, TS 23.228? [Conclusion – open. Action required]
3
Proposal

It is proposed that these open issues are discussed, agreed and a plan developed to address these open issues prior to submission of TS 23.141 for approval.

(end)










